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The question in dispute was as to the heirship of Mr. Archi-
bald Douglas. If he were really the son of Lady Jane Douglas,
he would inherit large family estates; but if he were suppositi-
tious, then they would descend to the Duke of Hamilton. On
behalf of the latter it was attempted to be established that Mr,
Douglas and his twin brother (who had died young) had been
bought of a glass manufacturer and a rope dancer in France ;
and great stress was laid upon the improbability that a female,
who had been long married to her first husband without issue,
should, in her forty-ninth year, when married a second time to
an aged and infirm old gentleman, give birth to twins.

The trial had commenced in Scotland, where the excitement
was excessive ; indeed party spirit ran so high that the peace or
Edinburgh was for two days broken thereby, the Hamilton
party being on one occasion driven forth from the city, and
their family apartments in Holyrood House broken into and
plundered. The Judges of the Court of Session, when the
Cause was before them, had been divided in opinion, eight
against seven, the Lord-President Dundas giving the casting
vote in favour of the Duke of Hamilton ; and in consequence
of it, he and several other of the Judges had, on the reversal by
the Lords, their houses attacked by a mob. It is said, but not
upon conclusive authority, that Boswell himself headed the
mob, which broke his own father's windows.-

On the appeal to the House of Lords there was most injudi-
cial feeling exhibited. The lay Lords determined to take part
in the decision of the appeal, and there was much canvassing,
and doubt as to the result. When the debate came on, the
Duke of Newcastle opened it on behalf of one-side, and Lord
Sandwich, taking the opposite view of the question, answered
him. According to Horace Walpole * the latter nobleman
spoke at great length " with much humour, and scandalised the
bishops, having with his usual industry studied even the mid-
wifery of the case, which he retailed with very little decency."
Lord Camden, then Chancellor, took occasion to affirm that
in his opinion the Appeal before the house was " perhaps the
most solemn and important ever heard at the bar;" his Lord-
ship however not only thought it very important, but he thought
it very clear, alleging that "a more ample and positive proof of

* " Memoir of George III./' vol. iii. p. 303.